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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The Examiner contacted Applicant regarding the previous §101 
rejection on claims 26 & 42-44. Applicant amended the specification in the response filed 3/19/2007 to limit the 
previously-recited "software applications" to "executing software applications" regarding the "signed certificate set 
generator". As execution of a software application requires some hardware, the "signed certificate set generator" falls 
within one of the four statutory classes of invention as defined in 35 U.S.C. §1 01 . As such, all claims in the application, 
as per the response of 3/19/2007, are statutory, where the "signed ceritificate set generator" is defined at least on p. 1 1 
of the specification. 



